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Response to Comments of L. David Montague, August 29, 2004 (Letter I124) 

I124-1 
The Authority acknowledges but disagrees with your assessment.  
The Authority has been working in cooperation with the Caltrain JPB 
and Samtrans, as well as other local and regional agencies and 
believe that the concept of HST and improved Caltrain service 
sharing tracks and right-of-way is consistent with local and regional 
goals for the corridor (which include grade separations, 
electrification, and extension of the system to the Transbay 
Terminal).  Many comments in favor of the proposed HST on the San 
Francisco Peninsula were received from agencies and the public, 
including MTC, the City of San Francisco, Caltrain JPB, Samtrans, the 
Transbay Terminal JPB, the City of Los Altos Hills, the City of 
Milpitas, the City of Santa Clara, the County of Santa Clara, the City 
of Morgan Hill and the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce.     

In coordination with Samtrans, at a conceptual level of design, it has 
been concluded that the improvements needed for HST service 
would be almost completely within the existing Caltrain right-of-way, 
thereby minimizing impacts to neighborhoods, trees, and the natural 
environment.  Should the HST project move forward, more detailed 
project specific environmental analysis (such as determining property 
and noise impacts, construction impacts, and indicating any trees 
scheduled for removal) would be completed.  While the Program 
EIR/EIS acknowledges that there would be potential increases in 
noise impacts primarily as a result of increased frequency of trains, 
there would also be a reduction in existing noise levels due to the 
elimination of horn noise and gate noise from existing services as a 
result of the grade separations at existing crossings.  The Authority 
acknowledges, but disagrees with your assessments.   HST service 
would have many benefits to the Peninsula and would expedite 
rather than delay much needed improvements on the corridor such 
grade separations and electrification.  In addition to providing HST 
service to San Francisco, SFO and the Peninsula, the infrastructure 
improvements needed would result in a faster, safer, more reliable 

with a greater capacity to run more frequent Caltrain commuter rail 
service.  The full grade-separation of the Caltrain corridor would 
improve local automobile traffic flow and reduce air pollution at 
existing rail crossings.    

Please also see standard response 6.1.4. 

I124-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

I124-3 
Please see response to Comment I124-1. 

I124-4 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

I124-5 
Please see response to Comment I124-1. 

I124-6 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

I124-7 
Please see response to Comment I124-1. 
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Response to Comments of Dru Quesnoy, August 26, 2004 (Letter I125) 

I125-1 
Please see standard response 6.21.1 and standard response 6.15.4. 
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Response to Comments of Steven Weil, August 30, 2004 (Letter I126) 

I126-1 
Please see standard response 6.20.5. 
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Response to Comments of Arthur J. Ringham, August 28, 2004 (Letter I127) 

I127-1   
Please see standard response 6.1.4. 

I127-2   
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 

I127-3   
All steel-wheel-on-steel-rail HST trains capable of maximum speeds 
of at least 200 mph (322 kph) rely upon overhead electric lines for 
power.  The Eurostar HST system operates with a third rail power 
supply at reduced speeds (100 mph {161 kph}) through the Channel 
Tunnel.  Please also see standard response 2.9.2 and standard 
response 2.10.3.  

The Authority worked in coordination with Samtrans to develop the 
conceptual plans for the HST design along the Caltrain corridor. 
Through many parts of the alignment, the typical section has been 
assumed to be elevated (on fill) or depressed.  Design concepts such 
as the use of trenching in urban residential areas should be 
considered as a part of future project specific studies should the HST 
proposal move forward.  

I127-4   
Please see standard response 10.1.7. 
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Response to Comments of Laura and Brian Steuer, August 26, 2004 (Letter I128) 

I128-1 
Acknowledged.  Please see standard response 6.3.1. 

I128-2 
Please see standard response 2.18.1. 
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Response to Comments of Larry Alley, June 6, 2004 (Letter I129) 

I129-1 
Please see standard response 6.19.1. 
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Response to Comments of Joyce Dillard, August 31, 2004 (Letter I130) 

I130-1 
Please see standard response 6.24.2.  Please also see standard 
response 8.1.16. 
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